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When the Parliament Bill in the form which it has now assumed returns 1911
to the House of Commons, we shall be compelled to ask that House to Age 58
disagree with the Lords' Amendments.
In the circumstances, should the necessity arise, the Government will
advise the King to exercise his Prerogative to secure the passing into
law of the Bill in substantially the same form in which it left the House
of Commons ; and His Majesty has been pleased to signify that he will
consider it his duty to accept, and act on, that advice.
Yours sincerely,
H» H.
The Bill in its drastically amended form was given a third reading
in the House of Lords on 20th July, and Lord Lansdowne had this
letter in his hands when the Unionist Peers assembled at his house on
21st July*
The story of the next few days belongs to the history of the
Unionist Party, and it has been told in great detail by the biographers
of Lord Lansdowne, Lord Curzon, and Lord Ealsbury. Lord
Lansdowne and Mr. Balfour, the authorised leaders of the party in
the two Houses, were at one in believing that the evil, now seen to
be a necessary one, of accepting the Parliament Bill, could only be
aggravated by forcing a creation of Peers, and they had behind them
most of the serious and seasoned veterans of the party. But the
group which resisted this conclusion was no mere cabal against the
official policy. The indomitable ex-Chancellor Lord Halsbury was
its leader, the whole Salisbury clan — Lord Salisbury in the House
of Lords, and his brothers in the Commons — had rallied to it ; the
Chamberlains, Mr. Joseph Chamberlain from his sick bed, and his
son in the House of Commons, and men of high official raixk like
Lord Selborne, Mr* Wyndham, Sir Edward Carson, and Lord Milner
had either pledged their support or were actively working for this
group, The Die-hards now had all the advantages of the seemingly
heroic course, and the official leaders had committed themselves so
deeply and spoken so trenchantly about the iniquities of the Parlia-
ment Bill that they could be plausibly represented as showing the
white feather if at the eleventh hour they preferred discretion to this
kind of valour. For the time being the struggle between the two
groups was as bitter and intense as between either of them and the
Government ; and Lord Lansdowne's difficulties were greatly
increased by the existence of thai large body of peers who had never
been in the habit of attending debates or taking part in divisions
and who were, politically speaking, unknown to the leaders and
party whips, These " backwoodBmen/' as they were popularly

